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RESPONSE TO OFHCE ACTION OF 12 AU 



Honorable Director of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir 

In response to the Office Action of 12 August 2003, the following remarks are made. 
Claim Retortion. 86 USC 1103 

In response to the office action dated 5 Match 2003, as the independent claims were 
amended to recite mat computer software code Is stored In aSIP message as described for 
example on page 2 of the description at lines 18 to 20. Applicant notes that the Examiner 
appears to have overlooked these amendments when formulating some parts of the office 
action, but has considered these amendments in others. Since the applicant's previous 
amendments have not been considered, the applicant requests withdrawal of the final 
rejection, as it is premature. 



In section 2 of the office action, the Examiner considers Arnold era/, and Usis the features of 
data 1 as it was before the amendments submitted with Applicant's response of 4 June 
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